implementation of Western’s standard practices that provide for erosion control and avoidance of
wetlands during construction and maintenance operations. Some direct impacts to
riparian/cottonwood woodlands would occur, however. Cottonwoods and other trees that could
impact the safe operation of the transmission line would be removed. Less than 0.1 acre riparian
woodlands would be affected. There would be no significant impacts to wetlands, riparian
vegetation or other potentially sensitive habitats from the expansion of the Beaver Creek and
Erie Substations. Construction of the substations would impact agricultural, native prairie, and
previously disturbed and weedy vegetation. Long-term impacts to vegetation at the substation
sites would include up to 10 acres at the Beaver Creek Substation and 5 acres at the Erie
Substation.

The routing alternatives would have similar potential for adverse impacts to vegetation as would
constructing along the present alignment. The Brush Prairie Ponds' SWA Reroute would result in
fewer impacts than the existing alignment since the alternative would avoid the long-term
presence of the project near wetlands and aquatic habitat in the SWA by routing south of the
wetlands area. The Bijou Creek Crossing would potentially have slightly greater impacts than
the existing alignment on riparian woodland habitat in the Bijou Creek floodplain.

Wildlife - The project area supports habitat for a number of wildlife species, including big game
(mule deer, white-tailed deer, and pronghorn), smaller mammals (including black-tailed prairie
dogs), waterbirds (waterfowl, shorebirds, and waders), raptors, and other birds (songbirds).
Impacts to wildlife would be significant if the project resulted in a long-term decrease in
economically or ecologically important wildlife populations or a population trend warranting
listing as Federally threatened or endangered. The construction of the project would have the
potential to result in the direct mortality of small, less mobile mammals within the corridor,
disturb active raptor nests, or disturb black-tailed prairie dog towns. The long-term direct loss of
habitat would be slightly adverse, however, given the small amount of long-term habitat loss
(less than 2 acres for the transmission line and approximately 15 acres at the substation sites).

Impacts to wildlife would be minimized with Western’s standard practices and project mitigation
measures. Western’s high-voltage transmission lines are designed to comply with the
recommendations of the Avian Powerline Interaction Committee and U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS) for minimizing electrocution hazards to raptors. Risks of collision would be
slightly increased over the existing conditions because of the increased number of lines that
would be present with the 230-kV transmission line compared to the existing 115-kV
transmission line. The highest potential for waterbird collisions is where the existing
transmission line is in proximity to the Brush Prairie Ponds SWA ponds. To avoid or minimize
impacts to raptors, Western would conduct raptor nest inventories prior to construction, and
would implement appropriate mitigation to prevent the project from disrupting active nests.
Impacts to migratory bird nests would also be minimized by avoiding ground-clearing activities
in the Brush Prairie Ponds SWA during the nesting season, or conducting surveys for nests prior
to construction so that they may be avoided. The potential impacts to black-tailed prairie dogs,
nesting raptors, and waterbirds would not occur with the substation modifications since suitable
habitat does not exist in the proposed expansion areas.
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The impacts of the alternative routes would be similar to, or less than, those of constructing
entirely along the existing alignment. The Brush Prairie Ponds SWA Reroute would minimize
long-term risks associated with waterbird collisions with the powerlines since the reroute would
be out of the direct flight path of the birds coming into and leaving the SWA or flying between
ponds. Potential impacts to the existing black-tailed prairie dog town would be eliminated with
the Bijou Creek Crossing alternative. The new ROW for the Bijou Creek Crossing alternative
would be close to a red-tailed hawk nest and would cross a wider expanse of riparian/cottonwood
woodland habitat.

Special Status and Sensitive Species - Special status and sensitive species include those species
and critical habitats listed, or candidates for listing, under the Endangered Species Act of 1973
(ESA). Other species considered include state-listed species and species of concern listed with
the Colorado Heritage Program. The following Federally threatened, endangered, proposed, and
candidate species (TEP&C) and/or their critical habitats are known to occur within the project
area: Black-footed ferret (endangered), Preble’s meadow jumping mouse (threatened, recently
recommended for de-listing), Least tern (endangered), Piping plover (threatened), Whooping
crane (endangered), Bald eagle (threatened), Plains sharp-tailed grouse (state endangered),
Mexican spotted owl (threatened), Burrowing owl (state threatened), Pallid sturgeon
(endangered), Colorado butterfly plant (threatened), and Ute ladies tresses (threatened). Western
would avoid habitats for these species either through facility placement or construction timing
restrictions.

Impacts to special status species would be considered significant if the project resulted in a
“jeopardy” biological opinion under Section 7 of the ESA, or if a population reduction is caused
by the project, resulting in its listing under the ESA. Western would implement both standard
measures and project measures to ensure impacts are less than significant. Black-footed ferrets
are believed to be extirpated in eastern Colorado. Field reconnaissance of the project area
identified two prairie dog towns as possibly meeting the criteria for potential habitat for black-
footed ferret. Western has consulted with the USFWS, and USFWS has determined that limiting
conditions are applicable to the project area that would make it unlikely to support black footed
ferrets. Consequently, no surveys are required for this species for ESA compliance. Burrowing
owls may inhabit prairie dog towns. USFWS and CDOW recommended surveys for the owls if
construction cannot be avoided between March 1 and October 31.

Western would minimize the potential to impact other TEP&C species through preconstruction
surveys and avoidance measures that include limiting construction activities during breeding
periods and avoiding construction activities within 0.5 mile of active raptor nests. Avoidance
and mitigation measures for TEP&C species are incorporated in Western’s standard construction
and project specific mitigation measures. With implementation of these measures, the proposed
and alternative would not affect listed species.

Cultural Resources - Class I and Class T cultural resource surveys were conducted for the
existing alignment and alternatives. Significant cultural resources are defined as those listed on,
or eligible for listing on, the NRHP. Impacts to cultural resources would be significant if the
project impacted cultural resources considered eligible for, or listed on, the NRHP. Twenty
eligible or recommended as eligible sites were recorded on the Beaver Creek-Hoyt-Erie
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transmission line ROW; nineteen historic sites and one pre-historic site. Western’s standard
construction and mitigation practices and project specific mitigation for cultural resources would
be implemented to minimize the impacts on cultural resources. These measures include avoiding
direct impacts to sites where feasible through careful structure placement and avoidance of sites
during construction. None of the historic properties along the Beaver Creek-Hoyt-Erie
transmission line currently have existing transmission structures within the site boundaries. No
known archaeological sites or historic properties exist within the expansion areas of the
substations, the Brush Prairie Ponds SWA Reroute, or Beaver Creek-Big Sandy Reroute. The
Bijou Creek Crossing Reroute is similar to the existing Bijou Creek Crossing. Since the span
length between structures would be increased with the proposed upgrade project compared to the
existing transmission line, avoidance of direct impacts to cultural resources is considered
feasible. Consequently, impacts to cultural resources are not anticipated. If avoidance of all
eligible sites is not feasible, a mitigation plan would be implemented prior to construction.

Land Use - The project crosses portions of Morgan and Weld Counties that are primarily in
agriculture related land uses. The transmission line also crosses the Brush Prairie Ponds SWA,
managed by the CDOW. Several communities and a number of dispersed rural residences are
located within 2 miles of the proposed project including Brush, in Morgan County, and the
communities of Lochbuie, Wattenberg, and Brighton in Weld County. Several utility corridors
occur in the project area. These corridors contain pipelines, transmission lines and
communication facilities. Western’s existing transmission lines and ROWSs have been
established land uses since the 1950’s.

Impacts to land use would be significant if the proposed action or alternatives were inconsistent
with the adopted land use plans and regulations of local, State and Federal agencies, or resulted
in long-term impacts to the region’s prime farmland productivity or the economic viability of
area farms and businesses. The proposed project would not conflict with the Weld County and
Morgan County land use plans. Prime farmland exists along both segments of the existing
transmission line, and is crossed by the Beaver Creek-Hoyt segment for 7 miles and the Hoyt to
Erie segment for 35.5 miles. Impacts to prime farmlands would primarily be short-term during
construction, and less than the existing 115-kV transmission line long-term, once the project is in
operation. Long-term impacts to area businesses or farms would be similar to the existing
115-kV transmission line that would be removed. The Brush Prairie Ponds SWA, which
provides hunting and wildlife viewing opportunities, is crossed diagonally by the existing
transmission line but would be crossed south of the wet areas by the alternative route.

Construction along the existing alignment and routing alternatives would result in short-term
disruptions to agricultural lands and practices during construction. Long-term effects to
agricultural land and operations would be less than the existing conditions since the project (and
routing alternatives) would result in fewer structures being required in cultivated farmland and
the proposed single pole structures would result in less land permanently taken out of production.
Overall, the proposed project would result in fewer structures being located on private properties
than the no action alternative, due to the greater span length of the single-pole steel 230-kV
structures compared to the existing H-frame structures. The proposed project would have
short-term adverse impacts on farm operations (crop loss, soil compaction interference with
equipment, access roads, and irrigation systems) that would be mitigated to the extent feasible
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with Western’s standard construction practices and landowner notification procedures.
Long-term impacts to agricultural land would include land permanently lost from production and
potential interference with ground equipment and aerial spraying operations. These impacts
would be less than significant since impacts would be localized and similar to the constraints
posed by the existing transmission line.

The upgrade project would result in similar impacts to the Brush Prairie Ponds SWA as the
existing 115-kV transmission line. Short-term impacts to hunting activities during construction
would be avoided since Western would not conduct ground disturbing activities in the SWA
during the hunting season. Long-term effects to the SWA would be very similar to the existing
conditions. Construction-related impacts to local residents and communities would be short term
and adverse, and result from the intermittent presence of construction crews and vehicles and
related noise; dust and traffic that would be evident as crews work along the ROW dismantling
the existing transmission line and installing the new 230-kV transmission line. Long term, the
upgraded transmission line would result in less frequent maintenance activities being necessary
during the life of the project.

The routing alternatives would result in reduced long-term impacts to land use compared to
constructing entirely along the present alignment. The Brush Prairie Ponds SWA Reroute would
reduce existing impacts to the SWA by moving the transmission line south of the waterfowl
concentration areas and hunting areas and avoiding some pivot irrigation systems. Similarly, the
Beaver Creek-Big Sandy and Bijou Creek Crossing alternatives would reduce on-going impacts
to several landowner’s irrigation systems and agricultural fields. Short-term impacts for all
alternatives would be similar to those described for construction along the existing alignment.

Short-term and long-term impacts from construction activities at the Beaver Creek or Erie
Substation expansion sites would be similar to the impacts described above. No significant
adverse long-term impacts to existing land uses are expected from ROW changes since existing
land uses would not be prohibited or removed. There are no known conflicts with any planned
developments in Weld or Morgan Counties.

Visual Resources - The proposed project would be visible from the Brush Prairie Ponds SWA;
from major travel routes in Morgan and Weld Counties, Colorado, including I-76, U.S. Highway
85 and State Route 71; from residential areas including homes near the communities of Brush,
Wattenberg, Lochbuie, and Brighton; and from dispersed rural residences and recently
developing subdivisions in Morgan and Weld Counties. Visual impacts would be significant if
the project or alternatives caused long-term visual changes that diminished the value or use of
established parks or recreation areas of national and regional importance or designated scenic
areas with recognized regionally important viewsheds. These types of regionally important
visual resources do not exist in the project area.

Visual impacts would primarily be the direct, long-term effects that would result from the
installation of the taller 230-kV single-pole steel structures and increased number and diameter
of conductors, as well as the removal of the existing 115-kV transmission line. The new single-
pole structures would be approximately twice as tall as the existing H-frame structures (average
100 feet versus 55 feet); however, fewer structures would be required for the 230-kV
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transmission line since span lengths would be increased from 700 feet to approximately 1,000
feet. Consequently, depending on individual viewing conditions, long-term visual impacts could
range from adverse to beneficial. Adverse to slightly adverse visual impacts would result to rural
residences, the Brush Prairie Ponds SWA, and at several highway crossings (I-76, U.S. Highway
85 and State Route 71), where the new structures and conductors would be visible within
foreground (within 0.5 mile) distances. The perceived visual changes would range from weak to
moderate depending on the landscape character and specific viewing conditions and distances.
Beyond 0.5 mile, the changes in visual character between the existing transmission line and
proposed transmission line rebuild would appear incremental. Construction-related impacts to
landscape aesthetics would be short-term and intermittent. Western would implement both
standard practices and project measures to ensure that ground disturbances are mitigated and
restored to pre-existing conditions following construction, and that long-term visual contrasts of
the new structures are minimized to the extent feasible.

Compared to constructing entirely along the existing alignment, the Brush Prairie Ponds SWA
Reroute and Beaver Creek-Big Sandy Reroute alternatives would result in similar or slightly
reduced visual impacts near Brush, from State Route 71, and from the Brush Prairie Ponds SWA.
These alternatives would have reduced visual impacts to area residents and highway travelers
since the alternatives would result in the consolidation of utilities to the east and south of the
Beaver Creek Substation, further away from most residents’ views. These alternatives would
also have beneficial visual effects where the removal of the 115-kV transmission line near
Beaver Creek improves views from homes and roads. Visual impacts to the SWA would
similarly be reduced since the 115-kV structures, hardware, and conductor would be removed
from the center of the wildlife area and ponds that are used most intensely for hunting and
fishing, and instead routed further away from these recreational areas to the south. No
substantial differences in visual impacts would result from the Bijou Creek Crossing Reroute or
the expansion of the substations.

Socioeconomics and Environmental Justice - The proposed project would have no long-term
adverse impacts to socioeconomic conditions or community resources. The project would not
disproportionately affect minority or low-income populations. Short-term impacts would be
beneficial economic activity in the project area.

Transportation - The proposed project would have significant impacts on transportation if the
project restricted public roads, resulting in adverse impacts to emergency response capabilities or
economic hardships to local businesses. No significant impacts would occur since traffic
restrictions would be very short-term and intermittent, and no businesses would be impacted by
limited access conditions. Short-term and slightly increased traffic would result on two Interstate
Highways (I-76 and I-25) and five U.S. Highways (34 and 85) and State Highways (71, 52, and
79) serving the area. Short-term increases in construction traffic and traffic delays would also
occur on local Morgan and Weld county roads.

Cumulative Effects:

Climate and Air Quality - Because of the nature of the proposed project and alternatives, any
potential air quality impacts would be minor, localized, temporary, and short term. Therefore,
there is little likelihood of cumulative impacts occurring with other sources of air pollution. If
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cumulative impacts occur, the proposed project would not cause or contribute to a violation of
applicable standards. Because the proposed project would not affect local climatic conditions
there would be no cumulative impacts on climate.

Soils - There are 12 defined projects, as well as a number of undefined projects, occurring or
proposed to occur within the vicinity of this transmission line rebuild effort. The types of
projects proposed range from residential developments to industrial parks to gravel pits. Each of
these developments would entail surface soil disturbances that would increase erosion potentials
and reduce soil productivity for various periods of time. It is assumed that surface soil
stabilization would be required for the majority of these projects, limiting soil loss due to wind
erosion. Portions of these developments that result in building construction and hard surfacing
would, in effect, eliminate soil productivity in perpetuity. The proposed disturbed acreage
associated with this project would be limited and would occur intermittently across a 78-mile
corridor. The revegetation and mitigation activities required for this project would serve to
stabilize the surface soils and return the majority of affected soils to a productive condition
across a comparatively short timeframe. Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that impacts to the
soil resource resulting from this project are minor when considered in the context of the
cumulative regional impacts associated with known regional developments.

Paleontology - With the application of appropriate standard construction measures, this project,
and other projects planned and executed with similar sensitivity to paleontology, are likely to
have only a small cumulative adverse impact on paleontological resources. This and additional
development in the region may result in paleontological discoveries that would otherwise not
occur.

Water Resources

Surface Water. The proposed project would not directly impact surface water and thus no direct
cumulative impacts would occur. The project would have the potential to contribute to indirect
effects to water quality, resulting from incremental increases in sedimentation caused by surface
ground disturbances at substation sites and structure sites. Similar impacts would be expected
from residential and industrial construction. The overall short-term disturbance area of the
proposed project construction would be approximately 197 acres and would be dispersed over
78 miles. Disturbances would occur in phases, beginning in 2006 and ending by 2010. Western
would use best management practices to avoid surface water pollution and minimize indirect
cumulative impacts to surface waters, and would therefore not contribute to any significant
cumulative impacts. Operations would not impact surface waters and thus would not cause
additional cumulative impacts.

Floodplains. Waters of the United States are protected under the Clean Water Act; many
floodplains are defined as waters of the United States. The rebuild project and each reasonably
foreseeable project described above would comply with Clean Water Act regulations to protect
these areas; therefore, cumulative impacts to floodplains and wetlands would be minor and of
short duration. Operations would not impact floodplains or wetlands and thus would not cause
additional cumulative impacts.
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Ground Water. The proposed rebuild project is not expected to impact groundwater and would
not contribute to any cumulative impacts to ground water resources. The proposed project is
located near groundwater resources used by the City of Brush and Fort Morgan Reservoir and
Irrigation Company. Impacts to groundwater resources would be avoided by preconstruction
testing and monitoring to ensure structure foundations do not impact groundwater resources.
Alternative structure designs and adjustments to structure locations would be implemented as
necessary to avoid impacts to local groundwater resources and recharge areas. Any dewatering
from construction will be mitigated locally and cumulative ground water impacts are expected to
be minor and of short duration.

Vegetation, Wetlands, Wildlife, and Sensitive Species - Based on other reasonably foreseeable
projects in Morgan and Weld counties, the proposed rebuild project would contribute to a
short-term cumulative loss of native habitats if any of the other foreseeable projects are in native
habitats. However, losses of native habitat to occur with the transmission line rebuild project
would be short term since they would be reclaimed and not contribute to a long-term cumulative
loss of native habitats. No cumulative environmental impacts would occur with threatened or
endangered species since the transmission line rebuild project would not impact any populations
or habitats of listed species.

Cultural Resources - Cumulative impacts to cultural resources would be minor. Cumulative
impacts are minimized through implementation of Federal Laws and Regulations to protect
historic resources, prehistoric resources, and sites important to Native American heritage.

Land Use - The proposed project would make a minor contribution to cumulative land use
effects resulting from the reasonably foreseeable future projects shown on Table 3.16-1 in the
EA. Future actions that could impact the land use character of the region to the greatest degree
are continued residential development adjacent to the transmission line corridor. Bedroom
communities continue to expand as the price of real estate in the urban areas continues to
escalate. Impacts from these reasonably foreseeable projects will continue to occur presently.
For the short term, the proposed reasonably foreseeable projects would not have a dramatic
impact on the region. However, the proposed project would not change the land use character of
the area since the proposed project consists of replacing and modifying existing transmission
lines within established utility corridors.

The project would provide a reliable source of power that would allow future development to
occur, and the availability of adequate power supplies could contribute to growth and
development in the region. Because of the vast amount of private agricultural land in Weld and
Morgan Counties, land use activities and characteristics are likely to remain in spite of the
proposed cumulative development. The proposed project would not directly cause or contribute
to the long-term cumulative impacts to land uses.

Visual Resources - The proposed project would contribute to regional changes in land use
character and related visual quality that would result from the reasonably foreseeable projects
outlined in Table 3.16-1 in the EA. Overall, cumulative visual changes would entail the
conversion of natural and agricultural landscapes to increasingly developed urban and utility
corridor landscapes. The proposed project’s contribution to these regional, long-term aesthetic
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changes would be very minor and incremental since Western is proposing to utilize established
utility corridors and upgrade existing facilities. As reasonably foreseeable residential and
community projects develop, there will be increased areas of visual sensitivity due primarily to
greater numbers of residents located near the ROW and utility facilities. While visual sensitivity
may increase, the project’s contribution to cumulative adverse impacts would remain minor
compared to the existing conditions.

Socioeconomics and Community Resources - The proposed project would make a minor and
short-term contribution to the cumulative socioeconomic impacts that would result from
construction and operation of other reasonably foreseeable projects listed in Table 3.16-1 of the
EA. Build-out of these projects would contribute to changes in local population, employment,
housing, public services and facilities, the economy, and the transportation network. Many of
these projects would affect the overall socioeconomic environment of the project area, primarily
in the areas of increased population and employment, increased income in the project area, and
increased revenues generated particularly in Weld County, but also in the towns affected by the
developments. It is difficult to identify the secondary and induced growth effects from
commercial, industrial, and residential activity within the project area.

The Beaver Creek-Hoyt-Erie Rebuild Project would have a very minor contribution to these
cumulative socio-economic changes since project-related effects would be short term and occur
primarily during project construction in the next 4 to 5 years.

Transportation - During construction, the proposed project would result in short-term and
insignificant impacts to local transportation systems. Impacts to transportation systems would
result from the intermittent presence of construction crews and vehicles and associated increased
traffic. These effects could occur simultaneously with other proposed developments, however.
The proposed projects contribution to cumulative impacts is considered short-term, and could be
partially mitigated through the coordination with other local agencies regarding construction
plans and schedules, particularly in areas where suburban development is occurring in Weld and
Morgan County. Over the long term, the proposed project would not change traffic-related
activity throughout the project area.

Floodplain Statement of Findings:

FEMA maps show 100-year floodplain delineations at five locations on the Beaver Creek-Hoyt
corridor and seven locations of the Hoyt-Erie corridor. A total of 33 wetland crossings were
identified within the proposed action transmission line ROWs and alternative ROWs. Most are
associated with stream channels, ephemeral drainages, or irrigation ditches, and the most
extensive wetland crossings are associated with Beaver Creek, the Upper Platte and Beaver
Canal, Brush Prairie Ponds, Horse Creek, and South Platte River areas. A “Notice of
Floodplain/Wetlands Involvement and Opportunity to Comment” was sent to Federal, State and
local agencies. One letter was received from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in response to
the Notice.

The EA includes a floodplain assessment as required by DOE’s Floodplain/Wetlands
Environmental Review Requirements (10 CFR part 1022). Work within the boundaries of the
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floodplains would be required as the proposed transmission line route would cross floodplains.
To the extent practicable, Western would avoid placing structures within the 100-year
floodplains. Several floodplains are considerably wider than the span between transmission
structures. Western would have to place structures within the floodplains that could not be
spanned. If placement of structures within the floodplain cannot be avoided, structures would be
reinforced and engineered to withstand flood events. These structures would be designed to the
applicable standards. Transmission line structures would not significantly change the drainage
patterns of the floodplains crossed, nor would they contribute to flooding or cause worse
flooding to occur. The no action alternative would also require action within floodplains since
the floodplains currently contain structures, many of which have been in place since 1952.
Fewer structures would be located in floodplains with the proposed action because the spans are
longer for the single-pole steel structures. There is no practicable alternative to placing
structures within the floodplains that are too wide to span. The drainages occur across the route
of the transmission line requiring that they be crossed.

All activity proposed within the floodplains would be conducted in accordance with applicable
regulations and floodplain protection requirements. Based on the measures proposed for the
transmission line no direct, indirect or cumulative floodplain impacts are expected from the
proposed project.

Determination - Based on the analysis in the EA, Western has determined that mitigation
measures would reduce the potential for significant environmental impacts. The implementation
of these measures is addressed in a Mitigation Action Plan (MAP) issued concurrently with the
EA. The analyses contained in the EA, along with the mitigation commitments in the MAP,
indicate that the proposed action and alternative routes are not a major Federal action
significantly affecting the quality of the human environment. Western has determined that
preparation of an EIS is not required

Issued: NOV 1 6 2005

Joel K. Bladow
Regional Manager
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